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Additionally, the basin is closed to further groundwater or During low-flow surface-water measurements (late summer/early autumn 2007 and 2008), many sites were at or near zero flow. The most notable
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surface-water appropriation, with the exception of permit- L A St A 7= . W exception to this was downstream from Ford where large springs discharge from the Upper outwash aquifer and support streamflow year round.
exempt uses of groundwater. e During high-flow surface-water measurements (mid-April 2008), gains in streamflow occurred throughout the Camas Valley with the largest high-flow
measurement made at the mouth of Ice Box Canyon. Large streamflow losses were recorded near the north end of Walkers Prairie where Chamokane
The Spokane Tribe is concerned about the effects of future Creek loses flow directly to the Upper outwash aquifer.
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